20000602.ba v02_n911.bam.20000602 


>From ???@??? Fri Jun 2 18:46:10 2000 -0500 
Message-Id: <200006022344.e52Niwt18383Q@sco.theporch. com> 


Date: 


Fri, 2 Jun 2000 18:44:31 CDT 


From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 


To: 


Old 


Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 


Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 2911 


BOATANCHORS Digest 2911 


Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) RE: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors 
by "Ed Sieb" <sieb@sympatico.ca> 
2) Military equipment 
by Kevin Gallagher <wire2liv@in-tch.com> 
3) Re: Coastwatchers 
by "David L. Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 
4) Re: AN/UPN-12C Loran 
by "Mike Warren" <w5maz@uswest.net> 
5) Military discussions 
by brian.k.harris@philips.com 
6) Applause for the Military Radio 
by "Rhett T. George" <rtg@ee.duke.edu> 
7) Babcock B-500-SG Transceiver??? 
by thompson@mindspring.com 
8) WTD: BC-348 Manuals 
by "August Johnson" <kg7bz@whitemtns.com> 
9) Re: Military communications equipment collectors 
by "DavidC" <eDoc@netzero.net> 
10) Radio Age - 1 Fine Magazine 
by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
11) Re: Military communications equipment collectors 
by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
12) Re: Military communications equipment collectors 
restorers...... 
by john <johnmb@mindspring. com> 
13) RE: Military communications equipment collectors 
by "Ed Sieb" <sieb@sympatico.ca> 
14) RE: Military communications equipment collectors 
by "Ed Sieb" <sieb@sympatico.ca> 
15) Re: Military communications equipment collectors 
by "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@email.msn.com> 
16) Re: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors 
by Jerry Proc <jproc@idirect.com> 
17) Re: Military communications equipment collectors 
by "Nick England" <nick@3rdtech. com> 


and 


and 


and 


and 


and 


and 


and 


restorers 


restorers 


restorers 


restorers 


restorers 


restorers 


18) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
by William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org> 

19) Mill. Comm. Radios 
by Andre Guibert <aguibert@sympatico.ca> 

20) Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
by "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@email.msn.com> 


From: "Ed Sieb" <sieb@sympatico.ca> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Cc: <4cx250b@miavx1.acs.muohio.edu>, <gumbear@pacbell.net>, 
<merz.ds@mellon.com> 
Subject: RE: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 12:10:32 -0400 
Message-ID: <LOBBJHOLOOHLIPLONIAFIEMGCOAA.sieb@sympatico.ca> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I must agree with Don. 

I've been reading military related posts here, since I joined this list 
about 

1997. While I'm neither a big enthusiast, nor very knowledgeable of 
Military gear, I still like to receive these posts. I read them all and 
yes, 

delete __most__ of them, but there is the occasional item that I archive 
or print. In my opinion, Mil stuff is 100% boatanchor, and definitely ham 
related too. Some of my first pieces of radio gear was mil: a WS #411 set, 
a WS19 set, a #52 receiver, plus many other pieces of inexpensive mil 
surplus I dragged home to "play" with, modify, and use in my station. 


Today I use a 5133, and SP-600, plus assorted mil-type gear in my station. 


The problem with "qualifying" specific topics and subjects too finely is 
that at some point we will have so many lists, and each so specific, that 
one will need to subscribe to dozens of lists just to receive a normal and 
"mainstream" selection of info. 


There are already three distinct and separate "Boatanchor" mailing lists 
(that I know of), three Heath lists, three Collins lists, and two (or maybe 
3) 

R390 lists. This is ridiculous and wasteful. 


IMHO, anyway. 

Respectfully submitted (flame retardant suit on), 
Ed 

VA3ES 


Sorease Original Message----- 

From: owner-boatanchors@theporch.com 
[mailto:owner-boatanchors@theporch.com]On Behalf Of Merz Donald S 
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2000 11:44 AM 

To: Old Tube Radios 

Subject: RE: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors 


Good discussion, but I am not in agreement with this. When did 
boatanchors 

become about "historic amateur radio?" I don't get that from 

reading the FAQ 

or from anything I know of the history of this list. I think if it has 
firebottles and weighs enough to be anchor-like, then it belongs 

here. Hell, 

many, many of the W.W.II-era MIL radios are repackaged 

commercial designs, 

like the HT-4/BC-610, R-274/SP-600. 


I don't know if there is a MIL web ring. But there is an amateur radio 
history mailing list that is separate from the BA list. I am on 

both and I 

like both. I don't see a conflict here. 


73, Don 


VVWVV VV VV VV VV V VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Message-ID: <3937DC7C.6BOF@in-tch. com> 

Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 10:10:36 -0600 

From: Kevin Gallagher <wire2liv@in-tch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Subject: Military equipment 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


It is very hard to make a boatanchor out of a radio, unless it has rack 
handles on it to tie the rope to! I defy anyone to come up with a better 
boatanchor than a piece of military gear! Just my 2 cents worth. Thanks, 
Kevin kd7hew 


Message-ID: <3937E274.228CF3F2@ix.netcom.com> 
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 11:36:04 -0500 


From: "David L. Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Coastwatchers 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Ed/A1l: 


I, too, have seen this photo of the BC-474 setup 

in the Philipines, but also can't remember where. 

Weren't some of them wearing doughboy helmets, Ed? 

I want to say it was in an issue of "Radio News," 

but darn if I remember for sure now. 

Wish I could enhance my memory as easily as my computer's ;-). 
73 Dave AB5S 


Message-ID: <0QOQd£01bfccbh0$81134f60$050c010a@fs. com> 
From: "Mike Warren" <w5maz@uswest.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: AN/UPN-12C Loran 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 11:35:03 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


To the best of my recollection, the AN/UPN-12 series was a 100KHZ Loran 'C' 
receiving set. Usually mounted near/in the pilothouse/bridge for the QM's 
to use. Had a whip antenna with separate tuner (SRA-17?). 


There was a UPN-24, as I recall, that was used for IFF signal processing. 
You are right, though -- it's been too long. 


Mike Warren 
ETCM USN (retired in 1977) 


SSeS Original Message ----- 

From: "Ed Zeranski" <ezeran@concentric.net> 

To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2000 12:12 AM 

Subject: Re: AN/UPN-12C Loran 


> At 10:30 PM 6/1/00 -0400, William Donzelli wrote: 

> > > Just located ny AN nomenclature chart. I agree with you that its a 
beacon. 

>> 

>The AN/ system tends to call a spade a spade. See below. 

> 

> > Supect Loran would be coded URD where: 

> 

>No, still UPD. The P is for pulse, and is not frequency dependant. See 
>the AN/APN-4 and AN/APN-9 for examples. 

> 

>William Donzelli 

>aw288@osfn.org 

One of the darn things you gotta look at is Navy stuff being devided 
between ground/shore based and seagoing/shipboard . Examples?? Shipboard 
TACAN: URN-3,(SAL-89 Klystron) Shore based GRN-9, (SAL-39 Klystron..no grid 
just -12KV bang to cathode) but later SRN-6 for ships. URD brings back 
worse than Vietnam nightmares of URD-4 ...UHF DF from Hell. I could be 
totally dick'd up on this UPN-6 and UPN-12 as ship/ship and ship/air IFF 
beacons. I'll have to cogitate on the LORAN we had which I think was still 
"AN. God ....been to damn long. 


VVVVV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


From: brian.k.harris@philips.com 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Military discussions 

Message-ID: <0056910005334118000002L182*@MHS> 

Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 12:39:55 -0500 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1; name="MEMO 06/02/00 12:46:03" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 

Content-Disposition: inline 


I am glad this issue has been raised. Posts concerning military histor= 
y, activity and non-communications equipment seem far from the list's c= 
harter. That said, let's keep the posts flowing that do help us restor= 
e and use the military communications=20 

equipment some amongst us love. 


Brian Harris WA5UEK (home of a BC-610, three R-390A's, two SP-600's and= 
various military test equipment) 


From: "Rhett T. George" <rtg@ee.duke.edu> 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 15:21:02 -0400 


Message-Id: <200006021921.PAA24537@champ.ee.duke.edu> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Applause for the Military Radio 


- Greetings - 


Applause for the technical side of military radios. The ARC 5 kept 
a lot of interest going for a long, long time. No doubt that is 
why some of us are in this fine group, now. 


Recently I got two instruction books. One by Andrea Radio Corp is 
for the DF Radio Set, SCR-504-A, consisting of receiver BC-792-A, 

battery charger PE-128-A, case CS-96-A, and accessories. No dates 
are given in the manual. Will someone please tell me when it was 

manufactured and who was expected to use it. 


The second is the instruction book for the Radio Transmitter-Receiver 
Type 1498 by Link Radio Corporation for 70 Mc to 100 Mc FM equipment. 
apparently it runs on 60 Hz, 115 V. Was this an item for use in this 
country? 


All comments are appreciated. 


73 Rhett - KE4HIH 


From: thompson@mindspring.com 

Message-ID: <0Q02£01bfccc8$9692ecc0$730b45cf@default> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Babcock B-500-SG Transceiver??? 

Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 15:27:26 -0400 


In 1967 L.E. Babcock & Co. Maynard, Mass advertised the B-500-SG 
transceiver in 73 (the ad I have is in the Oct 67 issue page 25). This was 
am ambitious project 

using 4CX250B's in the final with listed input of 500W AB1 on SSB, and 500W 
Class C AM and CW. 

The Modulator was a separate unit. The transceiver had two VFO's one for 
transceive and one for receive (so you could split freq) 

in 8 500kcs bands coverage was for any 8 ranges between 3.5 and 30 mcs. 
It looks more like a piece of test gear 

than ham gear. 


Does anyone know if this every got into production??? I was busy in 
College at the time starting my Masters program 

so did not pay much attention to ham radio at the time. The ad said for 
more details see the Dec 1966 and April 67 73. Jim Fisk 

was the editor of 73 then so it did have creditability. 


73 Dave K4I3RB 


Message-ID: <006001bfccd0$a07306a0$1605630a@comm634> 

From: "August Johnson" <kg7bz@whitemtns.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: WTD: BC-348 Manuals 

Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 13:24:59 -0700 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 
boundary="----=_NextPart_000_005D_01BFCC95.F3A7B130" 


This is a multi-part message in MIME format. 

rt cea =_NextPart_000_005D_01BFCC95.F3A7B130 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 


Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 


Hi All, 


I'm looking to update the Volume 1 of my Military Boatanchor Manuals 
CD and I'd like to include more versions of the BC-348. I now have a = 
manual covering the J, N & Q models, does anybody have manuals covering 
other versions that they'd like to sell? I'll have the Volume 2 of the 
CD out by the Ft Tuthill Hamfest in AZ on July 28-30. It'll include the = 
manuals for the CV-157, CV-591, TV-2, TV-7, TV-8, TV-10, T-368, BC-611, = 
URM-25D,F, and quite a few other receivers and transmitters. 


73, 

August KG7BZ 

August Johnson KG7BZ 
P.O. Box 1987 
Lakeside, AZ 85929 


Hep ese =_NextPart_000_005D_01BFCC95.F3A7B130 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


KKK RK KK KR KK KK KK KKK KK KKK KK KK KKK 
---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
* Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
x If your postings display this message your mail program 
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 


* 
* 
* 
* 


+ + FF OF 


KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK KKK 


Sosa ss =_NextPart_000_005D_01BFCC95.F3A7B130- - 


Message-ID: <013b01bfccd5$b7ee2080$d9711440@0emcomputer> 
From: "DavidC" <eDoc@netzero.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 17:01:25 -0400 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Folks can get hooked into the Military gear WebRing at: 
http: //www.qsl.net/w9tad/index.htm 


It seems to me that given the sheer volume of military and 
non-military gear we could easily justify two separate lists. 


It becomes especially apparent when a long and esoteric 
discussion of military gear results in a heavier-than-normal 
flow of traffic. 


I's think that having two separate lists would be beneficial to, 
all, and surely the occasional grey-area cross-post would be 
tolerated. 


- Thanks! & 73, DavidC K1YP in Hudson, FL 


KEKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK KKK KKK KKKKKKKKKKEKKKKKK KKK KKK KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKEKKSK 
Group; 


I'm not wanting to create a controversy so please read carefully. I have 
noticed over time the increasing percentage of postings on the List 
ealing 

with the subject of military communications equipment and its application 
to the restoration of historical military equipment displays and museums. 
Although the radio restorations that are made operational are being 
operated in the amateur bands, making them appropriate for this list, it 
seems to me that there is somewhat of a mismatch between the theme of the 
BA list and the interests of milcom enthusiasts. I read with interest 
many 

> of the milcom postings, especially where details of the history of use of 
> the equipments are divulged, but the disconnect occurs for me in not 

> understanding where the focus of such interest resides on the Web. I 


VV VV VV QV VV NV 


asked 

earlier if there was a milcom web ring and received no answer. I assume 
that means there is none. Wouldn't it seem to be a good thing to organize 
a milcom web ring so that folks interested in the the activities of milcom 
restorers and history researchers could browse the relevant websites? 
Perhaps I am missing out on some information....... 2??? 


Arden Allen KB6NAX Vallejo, CA  gumbear@pacbell.net 


VV VV VV VV WV 


NetZero - Defenders of the Free World 
Click here for FREE Internet Access and Email 
http: //www.netzero.net/download/index.html 


Message-ID: <003e01bfccd9$624dd220$77c16ac6@oemcomputer> 
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Radio Age - 1 Fine Magazine 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 14:27:37 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="is0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I was taking a look at a magazine i found 

around here, Radio Age dated 1947. When 

i first saw it i thot, "Looks pretty cool, how 

have 1 never seen that publication before?" 

Then when looking thru it, i see there's no 

technical articles or schematics, just 

"firsts", new accomplishments or products. 

Well and good, I wonder how such a format 

could be a financial success. Then up front 

i see the RCA logo. That explains the new 

products focus, like the photo of a lineup of 

RCA ship consoles being assembled, the ones with the built in receiver 
(AR8510?), the HF 

one with the big plastic dial cover right in the middle. But how in 1947, 
with tons of this stuff 

already on the surplus market, could they 

expect to sell many of these to the shipping 

fleet? With all the ships the US Gov't was 

selling off, at swell prices, i wouldn't think 

there was much shipbuilding going on. In any 


case, this is 1 fine, interesting magazine, with 
enuff swell BA photos that I'm sure every 

issue would be fascinating. Now, where did 

they all go? 

Hue Miller 


Message-ID: <006001bfccdc$23d81b60$77c16ac6@oemcomputer> 
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 14:47:23 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="i1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Seats Original Message----- 
From: DavidC <eDoc@netzero.net> 


|Folks can get hooked into the Military gear WebRing at: 
|http://www.qsl.net/w9tad/index.htm 


"B-S", 

Many of us, 1 suspect, don't want to post 
technical discussions on a anemic military 
vehicles trading board. 

Okay, i for one, get the hint, i will restrict 
my non-hamgear postings to 

milsurplus@qth.net 

Tnx & 73 de Hue Miller 


Message-Id: <3.0.3.32.20000602174009 .00d8b788@mindspring. com> 

Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 17:40:09 -0400 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: john <johnmb@mindspring.com> 

Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and 
restorers...... 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


At 02:47 PM 6/2/00 -0700, Hue Miller wrote: 
>Okay, i for one, get the hint, i will restrict 
>my non-hamgear postings to 


Hue, it would seem that mil BA postings are perfectly 
welcome here.... in 9 years (or whatever it's been 
since this list first started) this has never been an issue. 


....I doubt it is now. I'd certainly feel free to discuss green/grey 
box radio topics here! 


73 and TGIF! 
John 


John Brewer - WB50AU/4 
AMI #24 

Clayton NC 
johnmb@mindspring.com 


From: "Ed Sieb" <sieb@sympatico.ca> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 17:41:21 -0400 
Message-ID: <LOBBJHOLOOHLIPLONIAFCEMLCOAA. sieb@sympatico.ca> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


There is also a military related list at 
milsurplus@qth.net 


Subscribe Info and other FAQ: 

http: //www.qth.net/info/milsurplus. info 

* Anything MilSurplus Related 

This list is for the discussion of Military Surplus Electronics. 
Postings for items wanted, for sale or trade are welcome. 


Also milcomm, amateurs (or others) for discussion 
of MilCom. 

Sub info and FAQ: 

http: //www.qth.net/info/milcom. info 


And I'm sure there are others (like three R390A lists, etc). 
hme 1 te D  aO  0)  V V 6 T  aet  t U FeT 


Ed 


From: "Ed Sieb" <sieb@sympatico.ca> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 17:52:48 -0400 
Message-ID: <LOBBJHOLOOHLIPLONIAFOEMLCOAA.sieb@sympatico.ca> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Oh, and one more... 
armyradios@egoups.com 
(No info yet) 


Now understand, my posting this info isn't an endorsement of 

moving military topics to any mil-list, far from it. I'm merely posting 
these for the benifit of those who wish to avail themselves of those 
facilities. 


Ed 


There is also a military related list at 
milsurplus@qth.net 


Subscribe Info and other FAQ: 
http: //www.qth.net/info/milsurplus.info 
* Anything MilSurplus Related 
This list is for the discussion of Military Surplus Electronics. 
Postings for items wanted, for sale or trade are welcome. 


Also milcomm, amateurs (or others) for discussion 
of MilCom. 

Sub info and FAQ: 

http://www. qth.net/info/milcom. info 


And I'm sure there are others (like three R390A lists, etc). 
PU RS WA Vt 0 Fs be WG Ot Je PP WU bl TE 
IIIT 


Ed 
VA3ES 


VVVV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Message-ID: <006001bfccdc$£d990a80$c05e0387@satellite> 

From: "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@email.msn.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 16:52:46 -0500 


Maybe I am handicapped here by an unusually high reading speed [x] anda 
certain enjoyment of arcane historical trivia, but I don't see much harm in 
the mil gear discussions. 

It's got tubes in it, it was used for commo on HF (or MF or VHF/UHF but 
they all look like Hertzian waves from here), and lots of it ended up being 
used by hams after Uncle Sam or MoD or the RCAF or whoever (VKs, J/JAs, Ds, 
etc.) was done with it. 

I xdon't*x usually follow all the discussions about why the LURK-39 was 
built by Frigidare based on a Pye design and not put into production until 
1943, then used as combination doorstop/toasters on Free French 
submarines--heck, I get lost. But it's fun anyway, and I can certainly 
apprecate the all-original setups many of the mil guys have got running. 

In 1941-45, there xwasn't*x any ham radio on the air in the US. If ya 
wanted to go do radio, you went and signed up and did your best to get 
assigned to it, which you did in a nice Government-provided suit of clothes, 
with mud, seasickness, shellfire and other neat non-refusable options 
possibly thrown in. 


If we sort the whole e-mail list shebang out wth utter narrowness and 
rigidity of definition, we lose all the cross-fertilization that makes the 
list what it is. 


--OTOH, I can remember being taken to task fer not summarizing my 
list-mutterings into a series of "bullet points," which I'm pretty much 
incapable of doing with hobby stuff anyhow, so I'm probably on the side of 
inclusive sloppiness by natural inclination. 


Message-ID: <393830BD.35A4EEC7@idirect.com> 
Date: Fri, 02 Jun 2000 18:10:06 -0400 

From: Jerry Proc <jproc@idirect.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Military Comm gear on Boatanchors 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 


Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 
Ed Sieb wrote: 


There are already three distinct and separate "Boatanchor" mailing lists 


> (that I know of), three Heath lists, three Collins lists, and two (or maybe 
> 3) 

> R390 lists. This is ridiculous and wasteful. 

> 

Right on Ed! 


And if a military radio reflector is born, then the green colored radio people 
will eventually start complaining about the posts from the black and gray 
coloured radios with suggestions that the list fracture into more lists. 


I have no interest in xevery*x piece of Boatanchor mail I receive, hence the 
heavy use of the delete key. In my view this is a list about vacuum tube 
technology and I think we should be tolerant about the specialtity areas of the 
individual group members. In fact it only benefits our knowledge base if we use 
the 'broadband" technique for listening to others. 


Fracturing a list such as this also fractures the collective knowledge and 
wisdom of the group. 


Regards, 
Jerry Proc VE3FAB 
jproc@idirect.com 


Message-ID: <015701bfcce1$79c36660$£d0212ac@heathkit> 
From: "Nick England" <nick@3rdtech.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 18:25:35 -0400 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Like John, I am one of the 5 original members of this list. Let me say AMEN 
to John and Roberta and other fine people in welcoming discussion of vintage 
military radio gear here - military surplus gear and vintage ham radio are 
obviously intertwined topics. 


Although I'm not a military radio collector, I find the discussions of the 


equipment and its use quite interesting. And it is 


it on the air these days. 


I, like many others, was thrilled to have a BC-348 
just because it was a heck of a lot better than my 
because - Holy Cow! This is the radio that flew in 
piece of Really Important History right here in my 


73 & Keep ‘em glowing! 
Nick KD4CPL 


http://www. 3rdtech.com/nick/hobbies. html 


--- Original Message ----- 


From: john <johnmb@mindspring.com> 


To: 


Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 


Sent: Friday, June 02, 2000 5:40 PM 
Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and 
restorers...... 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


Vv 


VVV Vv 


At 02:47 PM 6/2/00 -0700, Hue Miller wrote: 
>Okay, i for one, get the hint, i will restrict 
>my non-hamgear postings to 


certainly great to hear 


as a young novice - not 
Knight SpanMaster, but 
B-17s in WWII - This is a 
shack! 


Hue, it would seem that mil BA postings are perfectly 
welcome here.... in 9 years (or whatever it's been 
since this list first started) this has never been an issue. 


....I doubt it is now. I'd certainly feel free to discuss green/grey 


box radio topics here! 


73 and TGIF! 
John 


John Brewer - WB50AU/4 
AMI #24 

Clayton NC 
johnmb@mindspring.com 


Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 18:24:18 -0400 (EDT) 
From: William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org> 


To: 


Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 


Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91-FP.1000602181741 .20790E-100000@osfn.org> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


"B-S" : 

Many of us, i suspect, don't want to post 
technical discussions on a anemic military 
vehicles trading board. 


VV VV 


I must agree - I find Boatanchors currently the best discussion group for 
milstuff. All others I have looked into degrade pretty fast, mostly with 
a slant on vehicles. Boatanchors is still a low volume list, so an 
occasional thread about LORAN or BC-474s can easily be skipped by the 
uninterested. 


I would love to see a real military surplus electronics list, 
but as of yet, there ain't no such animal. 


William Donzelli 
aw288@osfn.org 


Message-Id: <1.5.4.16.19800104191147 .1c4fc138@pop1.sympatico.ca> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Andre Guibert <aguibert@sympatico.ca> 

Subject: Mill. Comm. Radios 

Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 19:23:51 -0400 


Bonsoir to All 
Boatanchor was a revelation to me and fullfilled about 
75 percent of my querries about my mixed Canadian/English/ 
American built radios used in WW2 by Canadian Armed Forces. 
But I learned quite some time ago the word "Redundancy", 
it has been quite usefull when not getting a particular 
info. on one trend and being able to fall back on another 
at times. 
Andre 
PS Redundancy comes in handy when you loose a magneto 

in flying a single engine A/C 


Andre Guibert 
aguibert@sympatico.ca 


Message-ID: <001£01bfccec$166f3c00$c05e0387@satellite> 


From: "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@email.msn.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Military communications equipment collectors and restorers...... 
Date: Fri, 2 Jun 2000 18:41:33 -0500 


Oh, gosh, Hue! 


Please don't do that! Yours are some of the most interesting and arcane 
postings of all, between the mil stuff and the civvy maritime comms info! 


Dog-gone it, I xlikex that kinda stuff; it reminds of of when radio 
operating was a xjobx as well as a hobby. (Then we started all turning into 
"electronics technicians" and "[whatever speciality] 
engineers-sans-sheepskin," after which the next step is the profession 
vanishes altogether). 


Okay, okay, there aren't that many steam engines runnin' any more, 
either, but the ones left sure do draw a crowd when they are! 


Specialization is for insects, not radio boatanchorists, in my opinion. 


73, 
- -Bobbi 


Roberta J. (Bobbi) Barmore KB9GKX "RJ" rbarmore@email.msn.com 
SOWP 5598-TA x FISTS 3388 x ARRL * RSGB x* WIA 
Builder, restorer and user of vintage keys and tube-type ham gear 


End of BOATANCHORS Digest 2911 
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